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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-14 and 16-22 are pending in the following action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of ah application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-4, 8, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent No. 6,625,679 ("Morrison" et al.). 

The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome 
either by a showing under 37 CFR 1 .132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the 
invention "by another," or by an appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 

4. As for Claims 1-4, Morrison discloses a method that comprises periodically 
stalling issuance of device accesses, via simultaneous interrupts, in a multi-processor 
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system until pending transfers (equivalent to reads) are completed. See Column 8, 
Lines 26-46. 

5. As for Claim 8, Morrison discloses a computer system comprising a plurality of 
processors coupled to each other (Figures 3-4, Item 120i), at least one of the 
processors coupled to an I/O device (Figure 3, Item 1 05) by way of a bridge logic device. 
(Figures 3-4, Item 11 2i), and wherein the processors cease issuance of I/O device 
writes until pending transfers (equivalent to reads) are completed (Column 8, Lines 26- 
46). 

6. As for Claim 1 9, Morrison discloses a computer system comprising a plurality of 
processors (means for executing programs and instructions) coupled to each other 
(Figures 3-4, Item 120i), at least one of the processors coupled to an I/O device (means 
for receiving data from devices external to the computer system and sending data to 
devices external to the computer system) (Figure 3, Item 105) by way of a bridge logic 
device (means for bridging a first and second communication bus) (Figures 3-4, Item 

1 12i), and wherein the processors cease issuance of I/O device writes until pending 
transfers (equivalent to reads) are completed (Column 8, Lines 26-46). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments regarding claims 1-4, 8, and 19, filed on 29 September 
2005, have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. In Column 8, Lines 26- 
36, Morrison discloses a system that forces the pending transfers (reads/writes) to be 
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completed before other actions are taken. 
Claims 1-4, 8, and 19. 
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The examiner maintains the rejections of 



Allowable Subject Matter 



8. Claims 5-7, 9-14, 16-18, and 20-22 are allowed. 



9. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

10. Claim 5 is considered allowable, particularly due to the limitation that the allowing 
each processor to resume issuing device accesses comprises asserting a resume flag 
within each processor by a primary processor. This limitation, when considered in 
combination with the rest of the claim, distinguishes the invention from the prior art of 
record. 

1 1 . Claims 6-7 are considered allowable based on their dependence upon Claim 5. 

12. Claim 9 is considered allowable, particularly due to the limitation that the some of 
the plurality of processors in the system resume issuance of device writes upon the 
assertion of their flag registers. This limitation, when considered in combination with the 
rest of the claim, distinguishes the invention from the prior art of record. 

1 3. Claims 1 0-1 3 are considered allowable based on their dependence on Claim 9. 

14. Claim 14 is considered allowable, particularly due to the limitation that there is a 
primary processor that is programmed to allow the system to resume the issuance of 
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device writes after pending reads are complete. This limitation, when considered in 
combination with the rest of the claim, distinguishes the invention from the prior art of 
record. 

15. Claim 16 is considered allowable, particularly due to the limitation that the 
processor resumes production of device writes when the flag register in the port logic is 
asserted. This limitation, when considered in combination with the rest of the claim, 
distinguishes the invention from the prior art of record. 

16. Claim 17 is considered allowable, particularly due to the limitation that a primary 
processor issues read commands to each of the bus bridges during the interrupt mode. 
This limitation, when considered in combination with the rest of the claim, distinguishes 
the invention from the prior art of record. 

17. Claim 18 is considered allowable based on its dependency on Claim 17. 

18. Claim 20 is considered allowable, particularly due to the limitation that the means 
for executing resume issuance of writes upon the assertion of their means for triggering. 
This limitation, when considered in combination with the rest of the claim, distinguishes 
the invention from the prior art of record. 

19. Claims 21-22 are considered allowable based on their dependence on Claim 20. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeremy S. Cerullo whose telephone number is (571) 
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272- 3634. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 8:00-4:00; 
Alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rehana Perveen can be reached on (571) 272-3676. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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